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CRITICISMS AND DISCUSSIONS IIO, 

the Christian clergy did not occupy itself with anything else but the 
falsification of profane writers. But this is not all. In 1878 Mr. 
Stuart Ross declared the whole Annals of Tacitus forged. After 
him the Frenchman Hochard rejected not only the Annals but all the 
works of Tacitus, the correspondence between Pliny and Trajan 
and the passage in Suetonius concerning the persecution of Chris- 
itans under Nero. The climax was reached by K. T. Bellairs who 
in a pamphlet entitled: "Is Christianity a Forgery; Is English His- 
tory a Fraud?" 11 declared all classical literature, Josephus and the 
Bible as works made up towards the end of the Middle Ages by 
monks, and that "there is not a historical or Christian authority 
that can date prior to about 400 years ago" ! ! ! I could give some 
more such edifying statements from these quarters but will refrain. 

I am sorry to see Dr. Smith somewhat in the company of such 
men as Ross and Hochard though he is not quite bold enough to 
follow them fully. It is a dangerous, risky proceeding when build- 
ing up theories, to leave the solid ground of facts and to build only 
on pure abstractions; such structures may be sometime consigned 
to the lumber-room of curiosities in the history of research just as 
it has happened with the theory of Dr. Bruno Bauer. 

A. Kampmeier. 

Iowa City. 

COMMENT BY WILLIAM BENJAMIN SMITH. 

To the foregoing criticism no extended reply seems needed. 
On the main points at issue the reader may be left to form his own 
judgment. Some minor matters may be noticed. 

1. Imprimis let it be said that none of the things Dr. Kamp- 
meier thinks were forgotten were really forgotten; they were all 
in mind, but were omitted (along with certain lines of Juvenal) as 
not worth mention. Since representative critics laid no stress on 
them, it seemed needless to introduce them into an article already 
prolonged to double the desirable length. Why mention Sulpicius 
Severus, who died A. D. 425, who has not "copied almost verbally" 
from Tacitus, whose statement so far as we know is not copied at 
all? The agreements in several phrases do seem to indicate some 
relation between the two passages, but what relation cannot be made 
out. To me it seems far more likely that the Sulpician passage is 
the elder, merely elaborated in the Tacitean. Or the two may have 

"London, W. Stuart & Co., 41 Farrington St., the same firm publishing 
works of Ross. 
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a common unknown origin. Surely no proof is given that Sulpicius 
derived from Tacitus. — The words of Clemens Romanus were quoted 
so far as they bore on the matter in hand. His vague remarks about 
"a great multitude of elect" who had "furnished us with a most 
excellent example," 1 and his unintelligible (perhaps interpolated) 
phrases about "the Danaids and Dirkai" were omitted as affording 
no basis for any argument. So too the correspondence of Paul and 
Seneca, dating from the fourth century, though held genuine by 
Jerome — surely no one will summon it to witness for a Neronian 
Tacitean persecution. When all the older witnesses are dumb, will 
you break silence with words not uttered till nearly 300 years after 
the event in question? Will you establish by an obscure chronicler 
of to-day some all-important feature of the London fire of 1666, 
some supreme dramatic moment unattested by Pepys or any other 
authority? Such is not the method of historical criticism. 

2. In saying the passage concerning James in Josephus (Ant., 
X> , 9, 1 ) had been "bracketed," I may have had in mind a footnote 
in JlcGiffert's Eusebius, p. 127, where all the words in question are 
actually bracketed ; it is not easy to say positively, for my own words 
were written nearly six years ago ; nor is it necessary. To "bracket" 
is used figuratively for to "regard as spurious," since an editor or 
critic sometimes actually brackets suspected passages; and that the 
words in question, including km and Irepovs, are strongly suspected 
by impartial critics is perfectly well known. Schtirer (The Jewish 
People etc.) says, "There is considerable ground, however, for the 
suspicion of Christian interpolation" (p. 186), and again, "which 
is open to the suspicion of interpolation" (p. 187), and again, "the 
genuineness of this passage is also very seriously disputed" (p. 149). 
Volkmar, maintaining the genuineness (Jesus Naz., p. 347), admits 
that "even Credner," followed by Rothe, "thought he must regard 
it as Christian interpolation." Enough; that the passage has been 
suspected and even rejected is certain. 

3. What Dr. K. would regard as "nonsense" may be calmly 
affirmed: that the mother and brethren of Mark iii. 31, who "stand 
without," symbolize the Jews in their rejection of the Jesus-cult. 
It is not strange that such metaphors should be used in different 
senses at different times and by different writers. 

4. The combination, "Brothers of Kephas," is not indeed war- 
ranted by 1 Cor. ix. 5, where every one must read, be he Greek or 

* "Magno exemplo fuerunt nobis"— so reads the versio antiquissima, edited 
by Germanus Morin (1894). 
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English, "and Kephas," not "and of Kephas." The invocation of 
Winer was not necessary. The obvious criticism of the language 
occurred to me before any one else had made it, but not when I 
was in position to correct the expression. The peccant phrase had 
been incautiously adopted from I know not where nor whom, as 
preferable to the awkward "those of Kephas" (which it was my 
wont to use) suggested by the words "but I of Kephas" quoted from 
i Cor. i. 12, which evidently formed the real basis, solid and suffi- 
cient, for the notion of such a group of Messianists. Even granted, 
however, the full force of Dr. K's linguistic stricture, it remains 
without any logical virtue whatever; for the existence of such a 
group as "those of Kephas" (who said "I am of Kephas") is 
proved, and "the brethren of the Lord" still remain the same as 
in Matt, xxviii. 10, 16, namely, disciples. The imagination of any 
"twisting of the New Testament text" seems excited. In an un- 
important obiter dictum, it is not very strange if the phraseology 
should be hasty and inaccurate. 

5. As to the "number of the beast," 666 (or 616), the brilliant 
interpretations of Fritzsche and others had their day of fascination, 
but it is past; no less an authority than Gunkel declares "die zeit- 
geschichtliche Erklarung ist banker ott" ; at least, one can hardly 
build on it. 

6. As set forth in the article, it can scarcely have been "that 
Christians and Jews were indiscriminately punished as incendiaries" 
(Kampmeier), else Josephus would have mentioned it. Neither was 
the notion of "the great final world-conflagration" peculiar or even 
proper to the Christians, but borrowed from the Stoics, whose tech- 
nical term therefor was ekpyrosis. 

6. It is a good many years since attention was emphatically 
called to the supposed testimony of that notable mosaic, the "Ascen- 
sion of Isaiah," to the supposed martyrdom of Peter under Nero, 
which Dr. K. mentions in a footnote. Without discussing the 
"Beliar" of this "Ascension," it may be enough to quote the very 
recent judgment of Weinel, the fiercest foe of Der vorchristliche 
Jesus, (Hennecke's N eutestamentliche Apokryphen, p. 205) : "It 
were indeed most highly interesting, if we had here an oldest witness 
of the martyrdom of Peter in Rome ; but that cannot be made cer- 
tain." 

7. The all-important, indeed the decisive moment in the whole 
matter, which was perhaps not sufficiently stressed in the original 
article and cannot be stressed too strongly, is this : It is not denied 
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that Nero may have persecuted Christians, may even have executed 
some, possibly Paul or Peter or both. On this point we have no 
decisive evidence. The writer has no interest of any kind in ques- 
tioning over-strictly the supposed testimonies to a Neronian persecu- 
tion. It is the Tacitean persecution described in the famous 44th 
chapter that is called in question as admittedly inexplicable and not 
only unsupported by testimony but virtually excluded by unbroken 
silence in every quarter, even where its fame would have resounded 
loudest and longest. Here is the nerve of the matter. It is vain to 
pile up hints of a mere Neronian persecution, even were they wholly 
unambiguous and not so hopelessly equivocal ; all such are irrelevant. 
It is the Tacitean persecution that calls for verification, and none is 
forthcoming. When the skull of a man is broken, it is idle to fix 
attention on a fracture of his arm. Now since it is not pretended 
that Tacitus invented the story in question, in discrediting the authen- 
ticity we also discredit the genuineness, as it stands. What may 
have lain at its base, it is needless to conjecture. That this Tacitean 
account can hardly be accepted at its face value seems to be growing 
clearer to the liberal critical consciousness. Witness the recent work 
of Geffcken, Aus der Werdezeit des Christentums. 

8. Since one apocryphal document (Ascension of Isaiah) has 
been called to the stand, it may be well to admit some others. In 
the "Martyrdom of St. Paul" (Lipsius, Acta Apocrypha, I, 102-117), 
referred by Zahn to A. D. 150-180, we find the Apostle executed 
by Nero in the midst of a fierce persecution at Rome, which how- 
ever is wholly unrelated to the conflagration ; the Tacitean passage 
and motive are not only not mentioned, they are plainly excluded. 
Of course the whole story is fiction, but if the 44th chapter or any 
tradition consistent with that chapter had been known to the apoc- 
ryphist, it is hardly possible that he would have unnecessarily con- 
tradicted it by necessary implication. Again, in the Acts of Peter 
(Lipsius, A. A., I, 45-103), according to Schmidt dating from A. D. 
200-210, we find this pillar apostle also executed under Nero but 
by the prefect A grip pa and for personal reasons, his preaching hav- 
ing alienated many wives and concubines from their husbands and 
lords. 2 Thereupon Nero is angry, having wished to punish Peter 
still more severely, refuses to speak with Agrippa, and meditates 
the extermination of all the brethren discipled by Peter, but is dis- 
suaded by a vision and remains satisfied with the sole sacrifice of 

* Is this an echo of the words of Clemens Romanus : "Zeal hath alienated 
wives from husbands" (VI) ? 



CRITICISMS AND DISCUSSIONS. 123 

the apostle. Here again the Tacitean account, along with any simi- 
lar tradition, is positively excluded. To be sure, this martyrdom is 
imaginary, at least in its details, but the mere imagination shows 
convincingly that the great Neronian persecution in connection with 
the conflagration, as detailed in the 44th chapter, had no place in 
the Christian consciousness of that author and hence of that era. 
When we turn to the Acts of John, we see how eager these roman- 
cers were to attach their fancies to historical facts. Had any such 
attachment been possible in the case of the martyrdoms of Paul and 
Peter, it would have been eagerly effected. The complete absence 
of this Tacitean persecution from attested Christian consciousness, 
in which it would have rooted itself ineradicably, cannot be under- 
stood without impugning the actuality of the persecution itself. 

9. Finally the whole story presents all the hall-marks of a fic- 
tion, of a gradual growth in the Christian mind. The nearer we 
approach the event in question, the vaguer and dimmer it becomes. 
As we touch it, lo! it dissolves into air. For one hundred years 
after its supposed occurrence, the mighty persecution is not men- 
tioned. The earliest Christian writers, those who would certainly 
have had a personal or next to personal knowledge of the alleged 
execution (of the Christians as incendiaries), betray no consciousness 
that any thing of the kind had ever taken place. They speak fluently 
about the sufferings and martyrdoms of their brethren. Some allu- 
sions to the alleged Neronian holocaust lay directly across their path ; 
why do they all avoid it? In the second century the notion of Nero 
as persecutor begins to present itself more and more frequently, and 
details of his cruelty multiply more and more. Still there is no hint 
of any Tacitean persecution, of any connection with the great con- 
flagration; on the contrary, such a connection is by implication em- 
phatically excluded. At length in the 4th century it is suggested, 
in a fabricated correspondence, that Christians and Jews had been 
punished as incendiaries. At last in the 5th century we read the 
details in the terse Sulpicius, "the Christian Sallust." In the famous 
44th chapter of the Annals of Tacitus we find still greater elaboration. 
The suggestion seems irresistible that the chapter represents an 
advanced stage of a process that had been slowly at work for hun- 
dreds of years. Are not such evolutions familiar to the student of 
history ? Does he hesitate to recognize them when much less clearly 
revealed in profane records? Do not precedents for such interpola- 
tions abound ? Was there not the strongest motive and even temp- 
tation to give historic color to the whole Christian doctrine; espe- 
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cially to its central concept, the Jesus? Does not even Tertullian 
(in the passage quoted in The Monist, p. 531) dare to represent 
Tiberius as convinced by "intelligence from Syria Palestine" ? Does 
not Justin (A. I, 35, 48) still earlier appeal to a Active official report 
of the trial of Jesus P 1 In fact, unless I widely err, this strain towards 
historization, especially in the Western church, has been the main 
determinant of old Christian literature and dogma. 

10. In conclusion, a few minima. Dr. K. does not like a certain 
parenthesis of mine "(who are much higher than deep)," which he 
thinks offensive to "higher critics." Now I yield to no one in genuine 
admiration of these critics and would be the last to violate propriety 
in speech about them. But such disquisition is at best exceeding 
dry, even repellent, and in mercy to the reader it seemed admissible 
to interject an occasional bit of good-natured humor. However, if 
yielding to such rare impulse to lay aside high seriousness for the 
moment seems likely to wound any one's feelings, I shall firmly 
resist it and make my discourse as solemn and severe as the sternest 
could desire. 

As to the great harm which Dr. K. fears the new notions may do 
liberal criticism, it may be suggested that criticism was made for the 
truth and not the truth for criticism. If the liberal contentions are 
sound, no form nor fashion of research can really harm them ; if un- 
sound, no amount of homage or advocacy can ultimately save them. 

Instead of lumping the investigations of Bauer, Kalthoff, and 
many others with my own, it would seem juster to distinguish things 
that differ. Dr. K. should know from careful reading (which may 
often check cavils that careless reading has started) that neither in 
method nor in spirit nor in results is there any such likeness as would 
justify such classification, which not even German critics would 
employ or approve. 



COMMENTS AND ADDENDA BY MR. KAMPMEIER. 

1. The weight of the Sulpician passage on the festivities of 
Nero has been entirely overlooked. If this passage (though not 
dealing with the persecution) was taken almost verbatim from Taci- 
tus, why can't the passage on the persecution be a copy from him? 
I beg to compare both passages closely. 

2. That part of the Clemens passage speaking of women mar- 
tyrs reads : "On account of zeal women were persecuted, who, Dan- 

1 tic tup M TLovrlov HtKirov yevoitivwv &ktwh. 



